BY THE
GOVERNCR OF THE STATE OF TEXAS REPRODUCED FROM THE
. HOLDINGS OF THE
M IT MAY CONBERN: , 41-
70 WHOM 1% 1 To. 41-31 TEXAS STATE ARCHIVES
I have vetoed and I am filing with the Secretary of State, House
Bill Noe. 592 which was passed at the recently-adjourned Regular

Session of tha Tiftleth Leglslature.

T am vetoing this bill because the Legislature had, previously
tn 1939, conferred upon the Supreme Courts the power to adopt
pules of precedure in all civil cases, In response thereto “the
Supreme Court did adopt a set of rules in 1941, and‘these.:ules
have been amended from time to time, by the Supreme Courts, since

that time.

The Sypreme court. at that, bime. 414 nat . undertake . to. make AP
changes in;the ruleSw?@laﬁinsutquﬁxwﬁﬁita-&Itu°°ntinaiénint?awm
offoct all statutes in.effect, imuediately, prior .tq Sepfember. o

1, 1941 prescribing rules of proceduze in ‘e Sulb e he Suprena

Cour@Jpgqtpqpéd enacting rules of procedure in. tax sult,.

Chief JustiéB'AfeXander of “the “Supreme Court of Texas,assures.

me that the Supreme Court is now ready and wiil assume prescr;bed

rules for procedure in tax suite

Since there will be less. confusion and conflict in,the rules < s
procedure in tax sult rif the- Suprsme(Courtqaopn enacts such

rules,, agd sinoe. I beldeve: it gafer, practice ¢o,ebntlnuo the

r™ale making _power in the Sup;em@,GOurtL@nd runthermnrnqbelieving

that there would be less confuslon 1f the rules are prepared by

the Supreme‘Court and,_not.. by, the, Leglisdafure,: . Inbeldeve:dtide

the best interest, of the Eench and Bar of Texas(andupo'xha:rightm

of litigants in Texas.that.,this blll be vetopds:

IN. TESTINONY WHhREOF»IvnaVe ‘heped’.
tnto signed my name offlicially
;angrcaupad the: Seal  oftBtatestol

be &ffi<ed hereto-at- Austin, this -.:
-thayl9ca:deyoafnd, oy Jhml 3;94?3(

e =" N LT

_FILEP. IN. THE) OBBICE! - OF m}m
SECRETARY OF STATE

" THIS Z04ADAY OF 1947
AT /2 ?ocx AND —— MINUTES -+

SGOretary of State




